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TViatteinark Lav . 



/Refunds Section. v"*.-.- 
*; Receipt.s\pi Visjipn . ' f . ; 
- Of ficeVof Finaiic.e ] ; r \ ; 
; CSrrimissioiier'For Pirfents, 
iPOBox .1^ o W 
Alexandria^ VA'2S 134,450- 



. -a legal professional -association. 

/ockp 

: H October 20, 2006 ; ' /■ ; ' 



Rei < A^ 0S*/439,'/l8 
^Cpnfi^tioltf No.: • ; "^v" ;20fl . r 
Applicant: '%V' -\- Jeffery M. Ehright 
V ^ Title: ^ [' , ' -'Cajifr Dispensing 

■ i /; ; / . ^ such as Motor Fuel Dispensing Facility 

' BocketNoi: : - ' . ' ^ '. ; IM113 . ■ ^ . 



J; 



.Sir:.; V 



*' , Please find r £riclosed a Request jFor refund. 



>. c The .Cornpssidneus authorized : to eKafge any fee required jor this Request to Deposit 
- - Aceoujit 09^Q42& is also authorized to cVedit any fee to said Deposit 

" v5 A \. Very truly yours, 




V^j- v Ralph Ei Jbcke 
— U]; Reg. No. 31,029 
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; CERTIFICATE OF MAffiWG BY EXPRESS MAIL 



: y ;: :y ' > . 'd^05i^%ith;tlje U.S. Postal Be^Ce.as^Exjpress Mkif Post Offifce to addressee in an envelope addressed 
* • ; \, < "'' " " "-y * to ^ejEiiitd'ls '"S^cffon, Receipts Division,' Office of Figanfce, Commissioner for Patents, PO Box 1450, 
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330 722 • 6446" 
FACSIMILE 



rcj @ walkcrandjocke.com 



REQUEST FOR REFUND 

The Office mailed an Office Action dated June 9, 2004 ("Office Action"). More than two 
years later the Office acknowledges that the mailing of the Office Action was a mistake on its 
part. Within the time period between the initial mailing of the Office Action and the Offices 
acknowledgment, the Applicant incurred fees directly associated with the mailing. Because the 
initial mailing was a mistake, any fees paid in response thereto were also a mistake. That is, 
because the initial mailing was a mistake, fees were paid by Applicant when no fees were 
required. Thus, Applicant respectfully requests a refund of these paid fees. 

Copies of evidence of record are attached. This evidence shows the Office's 
acknowledgment that mailing the Office Action was a mistake. For example, an admission by 
the Office can be found in the record at page 2 of the Notice of Allowability dated September 5, 
2006 in the section titled "Withdrawal of Office Action and Petitions". It states that "Applicant 
argued that the Office action was mailed in clear violation of 37 CFR § 1.198. Applicant is 
correct: the action was prepared and mailed without the required written authority of the Director 
... the Office action mailed on 9 June 200[4]6 . . . [is] hereby withdrawn". It should be noted 
that the reference to June 9, 2006 in said section is actually June 9, 2004, as evidenced by the e- 
mails and other papers of record (e.g., PAIR). 

Another admission by the Office can be found in the e-mail messages referenced in the 
above-mentioned section. Especially note the e-mail dated August 23, 2006 from Examiner 
Champagne. It states that "The 9 June 2004 Office action was mailed in clear violation of the 
Offices procedures". 



( 
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IN THE UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE 



In re Application of: 

Jeffery M. Ed right 



Application No.: 09/439,718 
Confirmation No.: 2011 
Filed: November 12, 1999 

Title: 



Cash Dispensing Method for 
Self-Service Facility such as 
Motor Fuel Dispensing Facility 



Art Unit 3622 



Patent Examiner 
Donald Champagne 



Refunds Section 
Receipts Division 
Office of Finance 
Commissioner for Patents 
PO Box 1450 

Alexandria, VA 22313-1450 
Sir: 



Please enter Applicant's Request for refund, without prejudice, as follows: 



The above evidence of record also shows that the Office agrees that any fee paid in 
responding to the Office Action would have been paid when no fee was required. As a result, 
Applicant respectfully requests a refund of the following paid fees: 



Fee 


Paper 


Date Filed 


$340 


Notice of Appeal 


November 5, 2004 


$430 


Extension of time 


November 5, 2004 


$500 


Appeal Brief 


December 30, 2004 



The total fees paid by Applicant due to the Office Action amount to $1270. Thus, 
Applicant requests that the Office rightfully refund^l270^o Deposit Account 09-0428. 

The undersigned is willing to discuss the refund by telephone at the Office's convenience. 

Respectfully submitted, 



Ralph E/Jp6ke Reg. No. 3 1 ,029 
WALKER & JOCKE 
231 South Broadway 
Medina, Ohio 44256 
(330) 721-0000 



ttWoner's Docket No. D-1113 PATENT 



IN THE UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE 

Previous Appeal No, : 2003*0990 Confirmation No. 201 1 

Appellant: Jeffery M. Enright Art Unit 3622 

Application No.:09/439,718 Examiner Donald L. Champagne 

Filed: November 12, 1999 

Title: Cash Dispensing Method for Self-Service Facility 

such as Motor Fuel Dispensing Facility 

Commissioner for Patents 
PO Box 1450 

Alexandria, VA 22313-1450 



NOTICE OF APPEAL FROM THE PRIMARY EXAMINER TO THE BOARD 
OF PATENT APPEALS AND INTERFERENCES (37 CFJL 1.191) 

Appellant hereby requests reinstatement of the appeal regarding all unallowed claims 
(including rejected claims 1 -43). 

1. STATUS OF APPLICANT 

This application is on behalf of other than a small entity. 

2. FEE FOR FILING NOTICE OF APPEAL 

Pursuant to 37 C.F.R. 1.1 7(b), the fee for filing the Notice of Appeal is: 
Other than a small entity $340.00 

Notice of Appeal fee $340.00 



3, EXTENSION OF TERM 

The proceedings herein are for a patent application and the provisions of 37 C.F.R.1.136 apply. 

Attached is a Petition for a two (2) month extension of time. Applicant believes that no further extension 
of term is required. However, this conditional petition is being made to provide for the possibility that 
applicant has inadvertently overlooked the need for a petition and fee for a further extension of time. 



11/10/2004 BflBRAHAl 00000123 090426 09439718 
02 FCrUOl 340.00 OA 



(Notice of Appeal from the Primary Examiner to the Board — page I of 2) 
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IN THE UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE 

In re application of: Jeffery M. Enright 

Ait Unit 3622 

Application No.: 09/439,718 

Filed: November 12, 1999 Examiner Donald L. Champagne 

Confirmation No.: 201 1 

Title: Cash Dispensing Method for Self-Service Facility 

such as Motor Fuel Dispensing Facility 

Commissioner for Patents 
PO Box 1450 

Alexandria, VA 22313-1450 



PETITION AND FEE FOR EXTENSION OF TIME 
(37 C.FR. § 1.136(a)) 



1. This is a petition for an extension of the time for a total period of two (2) months to file a 
Response to the Office Communication dated June 9, 2004. 



2, A response in connection with the matter for which this extension is requested is filed herewith. 

3. Applicant is other than a small entity. 



4. Calculation of extension fee (37 C.F.R. § 1.17(a) (l)-(5)): 

Extension Fee for other than Fee for 

(months) small entity small entity 

Two Months $ 430.00 $ 215.00 



11/10/2004 BABRAHP1 00000123 090426 09439718 
01 FC:1S2 430,00 DA 



Fee: $430.00 

(Petition and Fee for Extension of Time (37 C.F.R. §1.1 36(a)) page 1 of 2) 




Qalph E> Jockc 
Trademark lav 




" a legal professional association 



bck£ 



December 30, 2004 ' 



•Mail Stop Appeal Brief- Patents - 
Commissioner for. Patents 
PO Box 1450 ... . 

Alexandria, VA 22313-1450 

1 Re: Application Serial No.: 
* : Confirmation No.: 

Appfeltapt: . 
' Title: ' >' 



- Docket No.: 



.09/439.718 . / ' . x ' • ' - 
2011 • ; . , ^ 

JefTery M. Enright > ' ' {• y 

Cash'Dispensing Method for Self-Service Facility 
such as Motor jfuel Dispensing facility. 



Sir: 



; Please find enclosed'the App^iBrief of Ajppellants.pursuantto.37 GFJL § 4T.37 for 
filing in the abov^referenped application, please charge theffe for. ttjisTiling ($500) and any ^ 
other* fee due to Deposit Account 09-0428. * . . ' . ; ; 



The Appeal Brief is being filed under, potest for the reasons set forth in the Petition dated 
June 23, 2004. Accordingly; also enclosed is a Request for a refund. 

' ^ . .»* ' * • 

. , ' Very thiy yours, • ' ■ : 



.0 



1/13/2005 SKORELAH 00000007 090428 09439718 . , 
I FC:1402 ■ 500.00 Dfl *' ; 




. RaJph'E. Jocke 
Reg. No. 31,029 



CERTIFICATE OF MA1L1NO BY EXPRESS MAIL . ■ ^ 

. 7 ' I hereby certify that this document and the documents indicated a§ enclosed herewith we being 
deposited with the ; U.S. Postal Seiyicfc as Express Mail Post Office to~addres$ee~in an erfvelope addressed 
* to Mail Stop Appeal Brief - Patents, Commissioner for Patents, fO Box 1450, Alexandria, VA 223 B- 
1450 this 3p<th day of December 2004.. . 



EV 507558441 US 



•Express Mail Label No. 




330 •721*0000 
• MEDINA 



330 • 225 • 1669 
CLEVELAND 



330*722»6446 
FACSIMILE 



ntj @ weltcnaadjodCcom 
** 'E-MAIL ' 



23-1 "' 6o.uth ^Broadvay.. Medina. Qh i o . *'U . 6. A . 44256-260L 



Notice of Allowability 


Application No. 

09/439.718 


Applicant(s) 
ENRIGHT, JEFFERY M. 


Examiner 

Donald L Champagne 


Art Unit 
3622 





- The MAILING DATE of this communication appears on the cover sheet with the correspondence address- 
All claims being allowable, PROSECUTION ON THE MERITS IS (OR REMAINS) CLOSED in this application. If not included 
herewith (or previously mailed), a Notice of Allowance (PTOL-85) or other appropriate communication will be mailed in due course. THIS 
NOTICE OF ALLOWABILITY IS NOT A GRANT OF PATENT RIGHTS. This application is subject to withdrawal from issue at the initiative 
of the Office or upon petition by the applicant. See 37 CFR 1.31 3 and MPEP 1308. 

1 . This communication is responsive to email message received from applicant on 25 August 2006 . 

2. S The allowed claim(s) is/are 1-43 . 

3. O Acknowledgment is made of a claim for foreign priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119(a)-(d) or (f). 

a)Q All b)DSome # c)D None of the: 

1. □ Certified copies of the priority documents have been received. 

2. □ Certified copies of the priority documents have been received in Application No. . 

3. □ Copies of the certified copies of the priority documents have been received in this national stage application from the 

International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)). 
* Certified copies not received: . 

Applicant has THREE MONTHS FROM THE "MAILING DATE* of this communication to file a reply complying with the requirements 
noted below. Failure to timely comply will result in ABANDONMENT of this application. 
THIS THREE-MONTH PERIOD IS NOT EXTENDABLE, 

4. □ A SUBSTITUTE OATH OR DECLARATION must be submitted. Note the attached EXAMINER'S AMENDMENT or NOTICE OF 

INFORMAL PATENT APPLICATION (PTO-152) which gives reason(s) why the oath or declaration is deficient. 

5. [3 CORRECTED DRAWINGS ( as 'replacement sheets") must be submitted. 

(a) □ including changes required by the Notice of Draftsperson's Patent Drawing Review ( PTO-948) attached 

1) □ hereto or 2) E3 to Paper No./Mail Date 18 Dec 2001 . 

(b) □ including changes required by the attached Examiner's Amendment / Comment or in the Office action of . 

Paper No./Mail Date . 

Identifying Indicia such as the application number (see 37 CFR 1.84(c)) should be written on the drawings In the front (not the back) of 
each sheet Replacement sheets) should be labeled as such In the header according to 37 CFR 1.121(d). 

6. □ DEPOSIT OF and/or INFORMATION about the deposit of BIOLOGICAL MATERIAL must be submitted. Note the 

attached Examiner's comment regarding REQUIREMENT FOR THE DEPOSIT OF BIOLOGICAL MATERIAL 



Attachment(s) 

1. □ Notice of References Cited (PTO-892) 

2. □ Notice of Draftperson's Patent Drawing Review (PTO-948) 

3. □ Information Disclosure Statements (PTO-1449 or PTO/SB/08), 

Paper No./Mail Date 

4. □ Examiner's Comment Regarding Requirement for Deposit 

of -Biological Material 




5. □ Notice of Informal Patent Application (PTO-152) 

6. □ Interview Summary (PTO-413), 

Paper No./Mail Date . 

7. H Examiner's Amendment/Comment 

8. □ Examiner's Statement of Reasons for Allowance 
«. □ Otlj 

Donald L Champagne 
Primary Examiner 
Art Unit: 3622 



U.S. Paterw and Trademark Office 

PTOL-37 (Rev. 7-05) 



Notice of Allowability 



Part of Paper No./Mail Date 20060828 



Application/Control dumber: 09/439,718 
Art Unit: 3622 
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DETAILED ACTION 
Withdrawal of Office Action and Petitions 

1 . An Office action was mailed on 9 June 2006 after decision by the BPAL On 23 June 2004, 
applicant filed both a "Petition to Withdraw an Office Action" and a "Petition to Strike 
Information from the Record. 1 ' Applicant argued that the Office action was mailed in clear 
violation of 37 CFR § 1.198. Applicant is correct: the action was prepared and mailed 
without the required written authority of the Director. By agreement of the applicant and the 
Office, as documented in the attached email message from applicant's attorney dated 25 
August 2006, both the Office action mailed on 9 June 2006 and the petition action filed on 
23 June 2004 are hereby withdrawn. 

Allowable Subject Matter 

2. Claims 1-43 are allowed by decision of the BPAI mailed on 7 April 2004 and the agreement 
cited in para. 1 above. 

Conclusion 

3. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the examiner 
should be directed to Donald L Champagne whose telephone number is 571-272-6717. The 
examiner can normally be reached from 8:30 AM to 7 PM ET P Monday to Thursday. The 
examiner can also be contacted by e-mail at donald.champaqne@uspto.aov . and informal 
fax communications (i.e., communications not to be made of record) may be sent directly to 
the examiner at 571-273-671 7. 

4. The examiner's supervisor, Eric Stamber can be reached on 571-272-6724. The fax phone 
number for all formal fax communications is 571-273-8300. 

5. Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published 
applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information 
for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information 
about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on 
access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866- 
217-9197 (toll-free). 
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United Statei Patent tod Trademark Office 
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NOTICE OF ALLOWANCE AND FEE(S) DUE 



28995 7590 

RALPH E. JOCKE 
walker & jocke LP A 
231 SOUTH BROADWAY 
MEDINA, OH 44256 



09/05/2006 



C 



EXAMINER 



CHAMPAGNE, DONALD 



ART UNIT 



PAPER NUMBER 



3622 

DATE MAILED: 09/05/2006 



APPLICATION NO. 



FILING DATE 



FIRST NAMED INVENTOR 



ATTORNEY DOCKET NO. 



CONFIRMATION NO. 



09/439,715 11/12/1999 JEFFERY M. ENRIGHT D-1113 

TITLE OF INVENTION: CASH DISPENSING METHOD FOR SELF-SERVICE FACILITY SUCH AS MOTOR FUEL DISPENSING FACILITY 



2011 



APPLN. TYPE 


SMALL ENTITY 


ISSUE FEE DUE 


PUBLICATION FEE DUE 


PREV. PAID ISSUE FEE 


TOTAL FEE(S) DUE | 


DATE DUE 


oonpro visional 


NO 


SHOO 


SO 


SO 


SHOO 


12/05/2006 



THE APPLICATION IDENTIFIED ABOVE HAS BEEN EXAMINED AND IS ALLOWED FOR ISSUANCE AS A PATENT. 
PROSECUTION ON THE MERITS IS CLOSED . THIS NOTICE OF ALLOWANCE IS NOT A GRANT OF PATENT RIGHTS. 
THIS APPLICATION IS SUBJECT TO WITHDRAWAL FROM ISSUE AT THE INITIATIVE OF THE OFFICE OR UPON 
PETITION BY THE APPLICANT. SEE 37 CFR U13 AND MPEP 1308. 

THE ISSUE FEE AND PUBLICATION FEE (IF REQUIRED) MUST BE PAID WITHIN THREE MONTHS FROM THE 
MAILING DATE OF THIS NOTICE OR THIS APPLICATION SHALL BE REGARDED AS ABANDONED. THIS 
STATUTORY PERIOD CANNOT fi£ EXTENDED SEE 35 U.S.C. 151. THE ISSUE FEE DUE INDICATED ABOVE DOES 
NOT REFLECT A CREDIT FOR ANY PREVIOUSLY PAID ISSUE FEE IN THIS APPLICATION. IF AN ISSUE FEE HAS 
PREVIOUSLY BEEN PAID IN THIS APPLICATION (AS SHOWN ABOVE), THE RETURN OF PART B OF THIS FORM 
WILL BE CONSIDERED A REQUEST TO REAPPLY THE PREVIOUSLY PAID ISSUE FEE TOWARD THE ISSUE FEE NOW 
DUE. 



HOW TO REPLY TO THIS NOTICE: 



I. Review the SMALL ENTITY status shown above. 

If the SMALL ENTITY is shown as YES, verify your current 
SMALL ENTITY status: 

A. If the status is the same, pay the TOTAL FEE(S) DUE shown 
above. 

B. If the status above is to be removed, check box 5b on Part B - 
Fec(s) Transmittal and pay the PUBLICATION FEE (i: required) 
and twice the amount of the ISSUE FEE shown above, or 



If the SMALL ENTITY is shown as NO: 



A. Pay TOTAL FEE(S) DUE shown above, or 



B. If applicant claimed SMALL ENTITY status before, or is now 
claiming SMALL ENTITY status, check box 5a on Part B - Fee(s) 
Transmittal and pay the PUBLICATION FEE (if required) and 1/2 
the ISSUE FEE shown above. 



II. PART B - FEE(S) TRANSMITTAL, or its equivalent, must be completed and returned to the United States Patent and Trademark Office 
(USPTO) with your ISSUE FEE and PUBLICATION FEE (if required). If you are charging the fee(s) to your deposit account, section "4b" 
of Part B - Fee(s) Transmittal should be completed and in extra copy of the form should be submitted. If an equivalent of Part B is filed, a 
request to reapply a previously paid issue fee must be clearly made, and delays in processing may occur due to the difficulty in recognizing 
the paper as an equivalent of Part B. 

III. All communications regarding this application must give the application number. Please direct all communications prior to issuance to 
Mail Stop ISSUE FEE unless advised to the contrary. 

IMPORTANT REMINDER: Utility patents Issuing on applications filed on or after Dec. 12, 1980 may require payment of 
maintenance fees. It is patentee's responsibility to ensure timely payment of maintenance fees when due. 



PTOL-85 (Rev. 07/06) Approved for use through 04/30/2007. 
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Please correct the file history for 09/439,718 (D-l 1 13) 



Subject: Please correct the file history for 09/439,718 (D-1 113) 
From: "Daniel D. Wasil" <ddw@walkerandjocke.com> 
Date: Thu, 29 Jun 2006 10:48:09 -0400 
To: Donald.Champagne@uspto.gov 
CC: Eric.Stamber@uspto.gov 

Dear Sir: 

I bring to your attention that the transaction history does not match the image file 
wrapper for application 09/439,718. Evidence of this fact can be found on the PAIR 
system. This difference is troubling because the PAIR system previously showed an 
accurate transaction history. 

The transaction history should show that a petition was filed 6/23/04 and an Appeal 
Brief was filed 12/30/04. The current status should reflect that a decision and an 
Examiner's Answer are long overdue. Please have the PTO's docketing system corrected 
to indicate the application's true status. 

I thank you for your time concerning this matter. 

Sincerely, 

Daniel D. Wasil 



Walker & Jocke 

http : //www . walkerand j ocke . com 

The information contained in this e-mail message is confidential and intended for the 
use of the individual or entity named above. If the reader of this message is not 
the intended recipient, you are hereby notified that any dissemination, distribution 
or copy of this communication is strictly prohibited and will be considered as a 
tortious interference in our confidential business relationships. If you have 
received this communication in error, please immediately notify us by telephone at 
(330) 721-0000 and destroy all copies of the e-mail. Thank you. 
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10/17/2006 10:15AM 



RE: Please correct the file history for 09/439,718 (D- 1 113) 

Subject: RE: Please correct the file history for 09/439,718 (D-l 1 13) 

From: "Champagne, Donald" <Donald.Champagne@USPTO.GOV> 

Date: Wed, 23 Aug 2006 14:57:15 -0400 

To: "Daniel D. Wasil" <ddw@walkerandjocke.com> 

CC: "Stamber, Eric" <Eric.Stamber@USPTO.GOV> 

Mr. Wasil, 

I apologize for the long time in replying to your inquiry. 

I wanted to deal with the substantive issues of this case, not merely with flaws in 
our record-keeping. 

I spoke to my boss, Supervisory Primary Examiner Eric Stamber about getting a 
decision 

on the outstanding petition {filed on 23 June 2004). Recall that this petition asked 
for withdrawal 

of an Office action mailed on 9 June 2004 and its purging from the record. 
This Office action was mailed after BPAI decision reversing the examiner, 
and was intended to re-open prosecution. 

Eric advised me that there is a substantial backlog in the Office of Petitions. 
There is nothing he or I can do about getting the petition decided. 

Furthermore, I cannot deal with the appeal brief filed on 30 December 2004 until the 
petition is decided. 

However, I have examined the case and find that the application is eligible for 
allowance 

under the BPAI 1 s decision of 7 April 2004. Hence, if applicant so chooses, 

I can allow all the claims 1-43, subject only to a final check for technical errors. 

The 9 June 2004 Office action was mailed in clear violation of the Office's 
procedures . 

I would be pleased to explain that in a Notice of Allowance, and withdraw said 
action. 

However, I do not have the authority purge the action from the record. 
I hope applicant finds this helpful. 

If I can be of further help, please do feel free to ask. 
Sincerely, 

Donald L. Champagne, Primary Examiner, USPTO AU 3622 
571-272-6717 



Original Message 

From: Daniel D. Wasil [ mailto : ddwgwalkerand j ocke . com ] 
Sent: Thursday, June 29, 2006 10:48 AM 
To: Champagne, Donald 
Cc: Stamber, Eric 

Subject: Please correct the file history for 09/439,718 (D-1113) 



Dear Sir: 

I bring to your attention that the transaction history does not match 
the image file wrapper for application 09/439,718. Evidence of this 
fact can be found on the PAIR system. This difference is troubling 
because the PAIR system previously showed an accurate transaction history. 

The transaction history should show that a petition was filed 6/23/04 
and an Appeal Brief was filed 12/30/04. The current status should 
reflect that a decision and an Examiner's Answer are long overdue. 
Please have the PTO's docketing system corrected to indicate the 
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09/439?718(D-lll3) 



Subject: 09/439*718 0-11 13) 

From: Walker & Jocke LPA <iplaw@walkerandjocke.com> 
Date: Fri, 25 Aug 2006 10:24:26 -0400 

To: "Champagne, Donald 1 ' <Donald.Champagne@USPTO.GOV> 

Dear Primary Examiner Champagne, 

You should be commended for your attempt to advance prosecution. The extra time you 
have taken to review all the issues is appreciated. 

Your review concludes that all claims should be allowed and an explanation for 
withdrawing the June 9, 2004 Office Action be provided in a Notice of Allowance. 

Applicant agrees to withdraw the petition dated June 23, 2004 contingent on Office 
agreement that all claims will be allowed, said explanation will be provided, and the 
application will be passed to issue. 

Permission to enter this e-mail into the application record is granted by Applicant. 
Sincerely, 

Daniel D. Wasil 
Reg. No. 45,303 

Champagne, Donald wrote: 
Mr. Wasil, 

I apologize for the long time in replying to your inquiry. 

I wanted to deal with the substantive issues of this case, not merely with flaws 
in our record-keeping. 

I spoke to my boss, Supervisory Primary Examiner Eric Stamber about getting a 
decision 

on the outstanding petition (filed on 23 June 2004). Recall that this petition 
asked for withdrawal 

of an Office action mailed on 9 June 2004 and its purging from the record. 
This Office action was mailed after BPAI decision reversing the examiner, 
and was intended to re-open prosecution. 

Eric advised me that there is a substantial backlog in. the Office of Petitions. 
There is nothing he or I can do about getting the petition decided. 
Furthermore, I cannot deal with the appeal brief filed on 30 December 2004 until 
the petition is decided. 

However, I have examined the case and find that the application is eligible for 
allowance 

under the BPAI ' s decision of 7 April 2004. Hence, if applicant so chooses, 
I can allow all the claims 1-43, subject only to a final check for technical 
errors . 

The 9 June 2004 Office action was mailed in clear violation of the Office's 
procedures . 

I would be pleased to explain that in a Notice of Allowance, and withdraw said 
action. 

However, I do not have the authority purge the action from the record. 
I hope applicant finds this helpful. 

If I can be of further help, please do feel free to ask. 
Sincerely, 

Donald L. Champagne, Primary Examiner, USPTO AO* 3622 
571-272-6717 
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10/17/2006 10:12 AM 



RE: 09/439,71 8 (D-l 113) 

T~' 



Subject: RE: 09/439,718 (D-l 1 13) 

From; "Champagne, Donald" <Donald.Champagne@USPTO.GOV> 

Date: Sat, 26 Aug 2006 1 1:55:20 -0400 

To: "Walker & Jocke LPA" <ipiaw@walkerandjocke.com> 

Dan, 

Thank you for the prompt and positive feedback. 

I'll do the final checks and admin work on this case as soon as possible, 

but it may take a couple weeks. I will of course contact you immediately if 

I find problems. If all goes well, I'll advise you when the allowance is sent to 

mailing. 

Don Champagne 

Original Message 

From: Walker & Jocke LPA [ mail to : iplawg walker andjocke .com ] 
Sent: Friday, August 25, 2006 10:24 AM 
To: Champagne, Donald 
Subject: 09/439,718 (D-1113) 



Dear Primary Examiner Champagne, 

You should be commended for your attempt to advance prosecution. The 
extra time you have taken to review all the issues is appreciated. 

Your review concludes that all claims should be allowed and an 
explanation for withdrawing the June 9, 2004 Office Action be provided 
in a Notice of Allowance. 

Applicant agrees to withdraw the petition dated June 23, 2004 contingent 
on Office agreement that all claims will be allowed, said explanation 
will be provided, and the application will be passed to issue. 

Permission to enter this e-mail into the application record is granted 
by Applicant . 

Sincerely, 

Daniel D. Wasil 
Reg. No. 45,303 



Champagne, Donald wrote: 
Mr. Wasil, 

I apologize 'for the long time in replying to your inquiry. 

I wanted to deal with the substantive issues of this case, not merely with flaws 
in our record-keeping. 

I spoke to my boss, Supervisory Primary Examiner Eric Stamber about getting a 
decision 

on the outstanding petition (filed on 23 June 2004) . Recall that this petition 
asked for withdrawal 

of an Office action mailed on 9 June 2004 and its purging from the record. 
This Office action was mailed after BPAI decision reversing the examiner, 
and was intended to re-open prosecution. 

Eric advised me that there is a substantial backlog in the Office of Petitions. 
There is nothing he or I can do about getting the petition decided. 
Furthermore, I cannot deal "with the appeal brief filed on 30 December 2004 until 
the petition is decided. 
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Subject: RE: 09/439,7*18 (D-l 1 13) 

From: "Champagne, Donald" <Donald.Champagne@USPTO.GOV> 

Date: Tue, 29 Aug 2006 19: 1 7:05 -0400 

To: "Walker & Jocke LPA" <iplaw@walkerandjocke.com> 

Dan, 

The allowance approved and sent to scanning and mailing today. 
You should receive it within a week. 

Regards, 

Don Champagne 

Original Message 

From: Walker & Jocke LPA [ mailto : iplawewalkerandjocke . com ] 
Sent: Friday, August 25 f 2006 10:24 AM 
To: Champagne, Donald 
Subject: 09/439,718 (D-1113) 

Dear Primary Examiner Champagne, 

You should be commended for your attempt to advance prosecution. The 
extra time you have taken to review all the issues is appreciated. 

Your review concludes that all claims should be allowed and an 
explanation for withdrawing the June 9, 2004 Office Action be provided 
in a Notice of Allowance. 

Applicant agrees to withdraw the petition dated June 23, 2004 contingent 
on Office agreement that all claims will be allowed, said explanation 
will be provided, and the application will be passed to issue. 

Permission to enter this e-mail into the application record is granted 
by Applicant. 

Sincerely, 

Daniel D. Wasil 
Reg. No. 45,303 

Champagne, Donald wrote: 
Mr. Wasil, 

I apologize for the long time in replying to your inquiry. 

I wanted to deal with the substantive issues of this case, not merely with flaws 
in our record-keeping. 

I spoke to my boss, Supervisory Primary Examiner Eric Stamber about getting a 
decision 

on the outstanding petition (filed on 23 June 2004). . Recall that this petition 
asked for withdrawal 

of an Office action mailed on 9 June 2004 and its purging from the record. 
This Office action was mailed after BPAI decision reversing the examiner, 
and was intended to re-open prosecution. 

Eric advised me that there is a substantial backlog in the Office of Petitions. 
There is nothing he or I can do about getting the petition decided. 
Furthermore, I cannot deal with the appeal brief filed on 30 December 2004 until 
the petition is decided. 

However, I have examined the case and find that the application is eligible for 
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titioner's Docket No. D-1113 PATENT 

IN THE UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE 

Previous Appeal No.: 2003-0990 Confirmation No. 201 1 

Appellant: Jeffery M. Enright Art Unit 3622 

Application No. :09/439,71 8 Examiner Donald L. Champagne 

Filed: November 12, 1999 

Title: Cash Dispensing Method for Self-Service Facility 

such as Motor Fuel Dispensing Facility 

Commissioner for Patents 
PO Box 1450 

Alexandria, VA 22313-1450 

NOTICE OF APPEAL FROM THE PRIMARY EXAMINER TO THE BOARD 
OF PATENT APPEALS AND INTERFERENCES (37 C.F.R. 1.191) 

Appellant hereby requests reinstatement of the appeal regarding all unallowed claims 
(including rejected claims 1-43). 

1. STATUS OF APPLICANT 

This application is on behalf of other than a small entity. 

2. FEE FOR FILING NOTICE OF APPEAL 

Pursuant to 37 C.F.R. 1.17(b), the fee for filing the Notice of Appeal is: 
Other than a small entity $340.00 

Notice of Appeal fee $340.00 

{ 

3. EXTENSION OF TERM 

The proceedings herein are for a patent application and the provisions of 37 C.F.R. 1.136 apply. 

Attached is a Petition for a two (2) month extension of time. Applicant believes that no further extension 
of term is required. However, this conditional petition is being made to provide for the possibility that 
applicant has inadvertently overlooked the need for a petition and fee for a further extension of time. 

L 1/10/2004 BABRAHA1 00000123 090428 09439718 

)2 FC-1401 340 00 DA (Notice of Appeal from the Primary Examiner to the Board — page 1 of 2) 

Adiustient date: 11/01/2006 SDIRETA1 
BSoBS BflBRAHftl 00000123 090428 09439718 
02 FC:1401 340.00 CR 
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IN THE UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE 

In re application of: Jeffery M. Enright 

Art Unit 3622 

Application No.: 09/439,718 

Filed: November 12, 1999 Examiner Donald L. Champagne 

Confirmation No.: 2011 

Title: Cash Dispensing Method for Self-Service Facility 

such as Motor Fuel Dispensing Faculty 

^ Commissioner for Patents 

PO Box 1450 

Alexandria, VA 22313-1450 

PETITION AND FEE FOR EXTENSION OF TIME 
(37C.F.R. § 1.136(a)) 

1 . This is a petition for an extension of the time for a total period of two (2) months to file a 
Response to the Office Communication dated June 9, 2004. 

2. A response in connection with the matter for which this extension is requested is filed herewith. 

3. Applicant is other than a small entity. 

4. Calculation of extension fee (37 C.F.R. § 1.17(a) (l)-(5)): 

Extension Fee for other than Fee for 

(months) small entity small entity 

Two Months S 430.00 $215.00 

Fee: $ 430.00 

11/10/2004 BABftAXAl 00000123 090428 09439718 
tl FC:1252 430.00 Oft 

?1 jloSS B&fll'oOOOOlK 09042™ 09439718 (Petition and Fee for Extension of Time (37 C.F.R. §ll36(a» page I of 2) 
01 FC-1252 430.00 CR 
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